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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102\ 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
Vne United States. 

(e) the invention w^as described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
tiie invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such ti-eaty in the English language. 

Claims 11, 2, 3 and 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Kabenjian et al (US 2004/0076048, hereinafter Kabenjian). 

Regarding claim 11, Kabenjian discloses a wall plate (102), comprising: a 
first surface; a second surface opposite the first surface; four side edges 
connected to the first and second surfaces (see figure 1); and a printed circuit 
board (122) having a USB hub circuit (see figure 1 or paragraph [0018] or [0022]) 
connected thereto wherein the printed circuit board is connected to the second 
surface (see figure 1) 

Regarding claim 2, Kabenjian discloses the wall plate (102), wherein the 
wall plate (102) is fabricated from an insulating material (paragraph [0029]). 

Regarding claim 3, Kabenjian discloses the wall plate (10), wherein the 
first surface includes a planar portion (see figure 1). 
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Regarding claim 5, Kabenjian discloses the wall plate (102), wherein the 
wall plate defines a rectangular-shaped opening (see figure 1) extending from the 
first surface to the second surface. 

Regarding claim 6, Kabenjian discloses the wall plate (102), wherein the 
wall plate (102) defines a plurality of rectangular-shaped openings (see figure 1 
or 104, 106, 108, 110) extending from the first surface to the second surface (see 
figure 1). 

Regarding claim 7, Kabenjian discloses the wall plate (102), wherein the 
wall plate (102) defines four rectangular-shaped openings (see figure 1 or 104, 
106, 108, 110) extending from the first surface to the second surface (see figure 
1). 

2. Claims 11, 3, 4, 12, 18 and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Tsai (US 6,466,434). 

Regarding claim 11, Tsal discloses a wall plate (see figure 2a), 
comprising: a first surface; a second surface opposite the first surface; four side 
edges connected to the first and second surfaces (see figure 2a); and a printed 
circuit board (see figure 2a) having a USB hub circuit (see figure 2a) connected 
thereto wherein the printed circuit board is connected to the second surface (see 
figure 2a). 

Regarding claim 3, Tsai discloses the wall plate (see figure 2a), wherein 
the first surface includes a planar portion (see figure 2a). 
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Regarding claim 4, Tsai discloses the wall plate (see figure 2a), wherein 
the first surface including a tapered portion (see figure 2a). 

Regarding claim 12, Tsai discloses the wall plate (see figure 2), wherein 
the USB hub circuit (see figure 2a) includes a plurality of USB connectors (21). 

Regarding claim 18, Tsai discloses a wall plate (480 or see figure 4), 
wherein the USB hub circuit includes: a downstream USB connector (column 4 
lines 5-13) that extends through a first opening defined by the wall plate (see 
figure 4); and an indicating light (42) associated with the downstream USB 
connector, wherein the indicating light extends through a second opening defined 
by the wall plate (see figure 4). 

Regarding claim 20, Tsai discloses the wall plate (480 or see figure 4), 
wherein the USB hub circuit (see figure 3) includes a power supply (36). 

Regarding claim 21 , Tsai discloses the wall plate (480 or see figure 4), 
wherein the power supply (36) includes a transformer (column 3 line 65-column 4 
line 4). 

Regarding claim 22, Tsai discloses the wall plate (480 or see figure 4), 
comprising: a first surface; a second surface opposite the first surface; four side 
edges connected to the first and second surface (see figure 4); and means for 
transmitting and receiving a USB signal (see figure 3). wherein the means for 
transmitting and receiving the USB signal is connected to the second surface 
(see figures 3 and 4). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 
patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that 
the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any 
inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor 
and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a 
later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 
35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
Kabenjian et al (US 2004/0076048, hereinafter Kabenjian). 

Regarding claim 8. Kabenjian discloses the wall plate (102) having a 
rectangular opening (see figure 1) extending from the first surface to a second 
surface (see figure 1); but Kabenjian lacks said opening being a circular shaped 
opening. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to change the 
shape of any opening on the wall plate from rectangular to circular, since such a 
modification would have involved a mere change in the shape of a component. 
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Where the instant specification and evidence of record fail to attribute any 
significance (novel or unexpected results) to a particular shape, a change of 
shape is generally recognized as being within the level of ordinary skill In the art. 
Span-Deck Inc. V. FabCon, Inc., 215 USPQ 835. 

Regarding claim 9, Kabenjian discloses the wall plate (102) having a 
plurality of rectangular openings (see figure 1) extending from the first surface to 
a second surface (see figure 1); but Kabenjian lacks said openings being circular 
shaped openings. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to 
change the shape of the plurality of openings on the wall plate from rectangular 
to circular, since such a modification would have involved a mere change In the 
shape of a component. Where the Instant specification and evidence of record 
fail to attribute any significance (novel or unexpected results) to a particular 
shape, a change of shape is generally recognized as being within the level of 
ordinary skill in the art. Span-Deck Inc. V. FabCon, Inc., 215 USPQ 835. 

Regarding claim 10, the modified Kabenjian discloses the wall plate (102) 
defines four circular-shaped openings (see figure 1) extending from the first 
surface to a second surface (see figure 1 ). 

4. Claims 13-17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsal (US 6,466,434). 

Regarding claim 13, Tsal disclose the wall plate (see figure 2a), wherein 
the USB hub circuit Includes an upstream and a downstream USB connector 
(column 1 lines 29-39); but lacks having four downstream connectors. It would 
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have been obvious to one having ordinary sl<ill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to make the wall plate with four downstream connectors Instead of 
two, since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential worl<ing parts of 
a device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 3 
USPQ 8. 

Regarding claim 14, the modified Tsai discloses the wall plate (see figure 
2a), wherein each of the four downstream USB connectors extend through 
openings defined by the wall plate (see figure 2a). 

Regarding claim 15, Tsai discloses the wajl plate (480 or see figure 4), 
wherein the USB hub circuit includes an indicating light (42). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to make the wall plate with a plurality of indicating lights, since it has been held 
that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only 
routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 3 USPQ 8. 

Regarding claim 16, the modified Tsai discloses the wall plate (480 or see 
figure 4), wherein the USB hub circuit includes four indicating lights (see figure 
4). 

Regarding claim 17, the modified Tsai discloses the wall plate (480 or see 
figure 4), wherein each of the four indicating lights (see figure 4) extend through 
openings defined by the wall plate (see figure 4). 

Regarding claim 19, Tsai discloses the claimed invention except for the 
USB hub circuit including a plurality of downstream USB connectors and a 
plurality of associated indicating lights. It would have been obvious to one having 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to make the wall plate 
with a plurality of downstream USB connectors and a plurality of indicating lights, 
since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential working parts of a 
device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 3 
USPQ 8. 



Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed on October 31, 2004 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

In response to the applicants arguments that the preamble of claims 11 
and 22 breath life and meaning into the claims and constitutes a limitation 
thereto, the Examiner states that it has been held that a preamble is denied the 
effect of a limitation where the claim is drawn to a structure and the portion of the 
claim following the preamble Is a self-contained description of the structure not 
depending for completeness upon the Introductory clause. Kropa v. Robie, 88 
USPQ 478 (CCPA 1951). Furthermore, the Examiner definition of a wall plate is 
any plate capable of being mounted to a wall. Tsal (US 6,466,434) and newly 
cited reference, Kabenjian et al (2004/0076048) disclose a wall plate because 
the plate can be mounted on a wall. 



Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection, for 
claims 2-10, presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS 
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MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension 
of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
action Is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will 
the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Angel R. 
Estrada at telephone number (571) 272-1973. The Examiner can nomially be 
reached on Monday-Friday (8:30 -5:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor. Dean Reichard can be reached on (571) 272-2800 Ext: 
31. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application 
or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 
(703) 308-0956. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more infomriation about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 



Angel R. Estrada 



November 19, 2004 
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